THE  MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
of the proletarians and the new programmes in those
of the leaders are both reflections created in men's brains
by the conditions of production. If economic conditions
were not in a bad state, there would neither be an effer-
vescence in the class affected by them, nor would new
ideas be born and take shape in men's brains.1
We shall admit the truth of this argument in that
particular case. Obviously, feelings and new ideas
concerning the conditions of production could not well
have come into existence unless the state of these con-
ditions had called them forth. It is, however, note-
worthy, that even in this case the new ideas did not arise
from among the class affected by the change but, on
the contrary, from that part of the population which
was not, or certainly much less, affected or even profited
by it.2 And if our opponent should reply : All strata
of a population are affected by a change in the conditions
of production, all Romans felt the disastrous conse-
1 In a passage of the " Communist Manifesto " it is said: " At the
moment when the struggle between the classes draws near the decisive
stage, a portion of the ruling class detaches itself from it and joins the re-
volutionary class, which represents the future. Just as in former days a
section of the nobility took the side of the bourgeoisie, so to-day a section
of the bourgeoisie makes common cause with the Proletariat, in particular
that section of the ideologists among the bourgeois who are capable of
understanding theoretically the entire historical movement." This is
perfectly true ; it happens even long before the struggle reaches its decisive
stage. But it is something widely different from what is stated above. We
are not speaking of those members of the ruling class who join the revolu-
tionary movement at a later stage but of those who came before it, who
were its founders and leaders, and who in modem times established its
theory.
* Marx and Engels could, in 1845, " consider only themselves properly
as members of the Communist party, and, maybe, a small number of in-
tellectuals, but there were no workmen to back them up ". " The prole-
tarians knew very little of their persons and still less of their writings "
Gustav Mayer, Friedrich Engels: Eine Biogrcvphie (Berlin,' 1920), and
l. i. pp. 252, 2j6o.
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